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Rural residential energy consumption in China is experiencing a rapid transition towards clean
energy, nevertheless, solid fuel combustion remains an important emission source. Here we
quantitatively evaluate the contribution of rural residential emissions to PM2.5 (particulate
matter with an aerodynamic diameter less than 2.5 μm) and the impacts on health and
climate. The clean energy transitions result in remarkable reductions in the contributions to
ambient PM2.5, avoiding 130,000 (90,000–160,000) premature deaths associated with PM2.5
exposure. The climate forcing associated with this sector declines from 0.057 ± 0.016W/m2
in 1992 to 0.031 ± 0.008W/m2 in 2012. Despite this, the large remaining quantities of solid
fuels still contributed 14 ± 10 μg/m3 to population-weighted PM2.5 in 2012, which comprises
21 ± 14% of the overall population-weighted PM2.5 from all sources. Rural residential emis-
sions affect not only rural but urban air quality, and the impacts are highly seasonal and
location dependent.
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A ir pollution is one of the most concerning environmentalissues in China, causing more than one million prematuredeaths each year1,2. Research has documented that air
pollutants are primarily from power generation, industry, trans-
portation, agriculture, and residential activities3,4. Although
residential fuel consumption contributes a very small fraction of
the total energy use in China, it contributes significantly to pol-
lutant emissions and consequently adverse health and climate
impacts2,5,6. This is because the emission factors (EFs, quantities
of air pollutants emitted per unit of fuel consumed) for exten-
sively used solid fuels in this sector are very high. According to
the latest estimation, 27% primary PM2.5 (particulate matter with
an aerodynamic diameter less than 2.5 μm) and 51% BC (black
carbon) emissions in mainland China were from the residential
sector in 2014, and nearly 80% was from rural areas7.
Unfortunately, without enough first-hand data, the important
role that residential energy transition can play in mitigating
health burdens has hardly been justified. The residential sector
has long been overlooked for its contribution to air pollution in
China8,9, likely because the relatively low contribution of the
residential sector to total energy use was known, whereas very
high EFs are often not aware of. Another obstacle for better
understanding is the fact that residential energy consumption and
emissions were poorly recorded in comparison with other
sectors10,11, leading to higher uncertainties in emission estima-
tions. Consequently, the residential sector is the “shortest wooden
bar” in the overall evaluation of emissions and air pollution.
Recently, a thorough nationwide survey was conducted to
collect first-hand data on rural residential energy use from 1992
to 2012 in rural China11. A rapid transition of rural residential
energy from solid fuels towards cleaner energy was revealed. The
study also found that the quantities of biomass fuel use and the
energy mix transition have been misestimated to a large extent11.
The new data from this survey provide us with a unique
opportunity to improve our estimation of residential contribu-
tions to air pollution and to evaluate the impacts of the residential
energy transition on health and climate forcing. In fact, the co-
impacts of air pollution and co-benefits of emission reduction on
health- and climate-relevant air pollutants are often expected and
recognized in literature5,12–16. For example, studies quantified
premature deaths avoided and the influence on radiative forcing
induced by using low sulfur jet and ship fuels13,14, and co-benefits
from increasing household insulation in U.S. households have
been previously reported15.
In this study, we quantitatively distinguish emissions from
rural residential sources and all other sectors based on the newly
compiled emission inventories of major air pollutants, model the
contributions of the rural residential sector to ambient PM2.5, and
evaluate the co-impacts of the residential energy transition on air
pollution-associated health and climate radiative forcing (see
Method). The reason for focusing on rural areas is because the
majority of residential emissions in China are from rural areas
where the detailed residential energy survey was targeted.
Results and discussion
Contributions to ambient and population-weighted PM2.5. Due
to the rapid transition of cooking and heating energy from solid
fuels towards clean fuels and electricity, as well as a rapid urbani-
zation, most air pollutant emissions from the rural residential sector
have been reduced over the last two decades; however, this sector
remains a significant source of many air pollutants, contributing
39% and 46% of the total emissions of BC and organic carbon (OC)
in 2012, respectively11. Based on the results of atmospheric che-
mical transport modelling (see Method), in 2012, the increment
contributed by rural residential emissions to the national annual
mean ambient PM2.5 concentration was 5.4 ± 6.1 μg/m3 with high
spatial variations. This value corresponds to a relative contribution
of one-third (33 ± 17%) of the total PM2.5 concentration in ambient
air originating from all anthropogenic emission sources including
power generation, industry, and transportation.
Because of uneven population distribution, the population-
weighted concentration (PWC) was different from the air quality
concentration. The contribution from rural residential emissions
to the annual mean PWC was 14 ± 10 μg/m3, accounting for 21 ±
14% of the total PWC from all sources. The national average rural
residential source associated PWC (14 µg/m3) was almost three
times the average ambient PM2.5 concentration attributable to
rural residential emissions (5.4 µg/m3). Since the National Grade-
I standard17, equal to the Interim Target-1 level set by the World
Health Organization (WHO)18, for the annual mean ambient
PM2.5 is 35 μg/m3, the contribution from the rural residential
sector cannot be ignored in the overall mitigation strategy for
combating severe air pollution.
Impact on rural and urban air quality. Although the emissions
from this sector occur only in rural areas, their contribution to air
pollution is not limited to such areas. According to the model
results, the absolute contribution of rural residential emissions to
the average ambient PM2.5 concentration in cities (13 ± 10 μg/m3)
was even higher than that in rural areas (5.3 ± 6.0 μg/m3). This
outcome occurred because vast areas in western China with very
low population densities are far from high emission regions,
whereas most populated cities are located in eastern China and
surrounded by highly populated rural villages. On the other hand,
there was no significant difference in the PWC between rural
(13 ± 6 μg/m3) and urban (14 ± 13 μg/m3) areas, due to higher
urban population density. In relative terms, the contributions of
rural residential emissions in rural areas, for both air con-
centration (33 ± 17%) and PWC (23 ± 13%), were higher than
those in urban areas (21 ± 15% and 20 ± 17%, respectively), due to
strong emissions from other sectors in urban areas.
Two-decadal changes in rural residential contributions. While
the contribution of the rural residential sector to air pollution
remained significant in 2012, it was even higher prior to 2012.
Because of the rapid transition of the rural residential energy mix
over the past two decades, from domination by solid fuels to clean
fuels and electricity, the contribution of this sector to the ambient
air concentration has decreased. Figure 1 shows the decreasing
trends of the PWC in both absolute (A) and relative (B) terms for
urban, rural, and national averages from 1992 to 2012. In 1992,
the relative contributions of the rural residential sector to the
overall ambient PM2.5 and PWC were as high as 45 ± 11% and
39 ± 13%, respectively. Over the 20-year period, the national
average PWC decreased by ~26% from 18 μg/m3 to 14 μg/m3.
The relative decrease of the national average was even more rapid
from 39% to 21% because the air pollutant emissions from other
sectors increased during this same period3,4,19. This increase is
particularly true for urban areas after 2002. For example, against
the decreasing trend in NOx emissions from the rural residential
sector, the total NOx emissions from all sources jumped 316%
from 1992 to 2012, primarily driven by the massive indus-
trialization and explosive growth of the passenger car fleet19.
Higher contributions in winter in northern China. In com-
parison with other major emission sectors including power sta-
tions, industry, and transportation, after the rapid transition
towards clean fuels and electricity, the relative contribution of the
residential sector to the annual mean PM2.5 PWC (21 ± 14%) has
been relatively low. However, because of the strong seasonality of
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heating needs in northern China, there has been very high sea-
sonal variation in this contribution. For example, Supplementary
Fig. 1 shows the monthly contributions of rural residential
emissions to PM2.5 PWC in China in 1992 and shows strong
seasonality. On a national scale, the rural residential sector con-
tributed 33 μg/m3 PM2.5 to ambient air in the three winter
months from December to February, while the summer value was
only 12 μg/m3.
Although the seasonal patterns were similar among the four
study years, the differences between the heating and non-heating
seasons increased over this period. The ratios of the relative
contributions between winter and summer months increased
from 1.8 (1992) to 2.4 (2002), 2.8 (2007), and 3.7 (2012). This
trend can be explained by the fact that, at this stage, the rural
residential energy transition occurred primarily for cooking
activities. The time-sharing fraction of using LPG, biogas, and
electricity for cooking increased from 7% in 1992 to 59% in 2012,
whereas the fraction for heating only reached 15% in 201211.
Because cooking emissions tend to remain constant between
seasons, the cooking energy transition-induced decrease in PM2.5
concentrations did not vary among months. On the other hand,
the heating energy transition, which can lead to seasonal change,
occurred at a much slower pace and largely in mid-latitude
provinces where heating is needed for no more than a few
weeks11. In the northern, northwestern, and northeastern regions,
where heating is usually needed for several months20, residents
cannot shift to electricity or gas for heating due to the high cost
and their low income11.
Strong spatial variations with higher contributions in east. In
addition to the temporal changes, there was also strong spatial
variation in the contributions of rural residential emissions to
ambient PM2.5 concentrations, which is shown in Fig. 2a as
provincial averages. Although the national average contribution
of rural residential sources to the annual mean ambient PM2.5 was
5.4 ± 6.1 μg/m3 in 2012, the contributions in eastern China, where
the majority of the population reside, were much higher than
those in western China. The heating activity not only caused
significant seasonal differences (Supplementary Fig. 1) but also
different geographical distribution patterns of the contributions,
with much higher levels in northern China during heating peri-
ods due to high heating demand. The spatial variation was
enhanced by population weighting for assessing exposure, as
shown by provincial averages in Fig. 2b. The overlay of the
sources (emissions) and receptors (population) led to an even
sharper contrast between the heavily and less polluted regions.
The current air pollution control strategy focuses on the
most polluted and populated regions, including the North
China Plain, Guanzhong Plain, and Northeastern Plain, where
ambient PM2.5 concentrations in winter are generally higher
than those in summer21. In addition to poor dispersion
conditions, heating activity in rural areas is definitely one of
the most important reasons for the severe air pollution in
winter. Despite increasing concerns on this issue2, the
contribution to exposure has not been well quantified in the
literature. To fill this data gap, the contributions of rural
residential emissions to the PM2.5 PWC in all provinces were
calculated. The results are listed in Supplementary Table 1 in
both absolute and relative terms. The relatively high standard
deviation values indicate high spatial variation. For the
provinces in the North China Plain and Guanzhong Plain,
the annual mean contributions were not higher than the
national averages. However, the winter (January) values were
much higher. For most provinces in the northeast, north, and
northwest, except for Beijing and Tianjin, the relative
contributions in January were between 27% and 51%,
accounting for approximately one-third to one-half of the
PWC in the region. The values for the residential emissions
alone are already approaching or exceeding the National
Grade-I standard of 35 μg/m317. More importantly, the
absolute contributions of rural residential emissions to the
PWC in cities in eastern China are often close to, or even
higher than, those in rural areas. For example, the relative
contributions of the rural residential sector to PM2.5 PWC in
urban and rural areas in Heilongjiang were 24 ± 14% and 32 ±
10%, respectively. The values were 41 ± 29% and 18 ± 9% for
the urban and rural areas in Inner Mongolia, respectively,
likely due to the very low population density in rural areas.
Although the relative contributions in western provinces such
as Xingjiang (34 ± 25%) and Qinghai (23 ± 14%) were even
higher, the absolute contributions were much lower (2.9 ± 2.8
and 3.3 ± 2.6 μg/m3, respectively) than those in the east. The
contributions were much higher in 1992 compared to those in
2012, indicating a rapid reduction due to the clean energy
transition. For example, the absolute and relative contributions
in January in 1992 were as high as 53 ± 25 μg/m3 and 60 ± 15%
in Hebei, and 77 ± 16 μg/m3 and 69 ± 7% in Henan provinces,
respectively, which are among the most populated provinces in
China. The rural residential energy transition resulted in a
significantly reduced contribution to overall air pollution.
Although this trend is promising, the rural residential sector
still plays a critical role in PM2.5 pollution, especially in
northern China during winter. The emissions from this source
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Fig. 1 Contributions of rural residential emissions to the overall population-weighted ambient PM2.5 concentration (PWC) in mainland China from 1992 to
2012. The results are presented as the national total and for the rural and urban areas, in absolute a and relative b contributions, respectively. Source data
are provided as a Source Data file
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should be remediated before the nationwide air pollution issue
can finally be solved.
Co-benefits of rural residential energy transition. With sig-
nificant contributions to exposure, adverse health effects from
rural residential emissions are inevitable. Additionally, the resi-
dential energy transition away from solid fuels can reduce health
impacts. Based on the modelled PWC and the corresponding
dose-response relationship, the annual premature deaths caused
by ambient PM2.5 originating from rural residential emissions
were calculated (see Method) for each year studied, and the result
is shown in Fig. 3. The health impacts of other pollutants, such as
O3 and CO were not evaluated in this study due to the relatively
low impacts originating from this sector and a shortage of
emission data.
This study found that the rural residential emission-associated
premature deaths were as high as 570,000 (370,000–710,000 with
the 95% uncertainty interval) in 1992 and decreased to 210,000
(140,000–260,000) in 2012 according to the GEMM model.
Although baseline mortality rates changed rapidly during this
period, the decrease in the mortality attributable to rural
residential emissions was still significant from 1992 to 2012, with
the influence of the population growth, aging, and age-
standardised mortality rate adjusted (Supplementary Fig. 2).
The estimated number of deaths avoided due to decreased rural
residential exposure was approximately 130,000
(90,000–160,000). During the same period, because of general
increase in emissions from other anthropogenic sources, the total
premature deaths induced by exposure to PM2.5 from all sources
increased by 15%, which is consistent with the trend in the GBD
study1. This outcome indicates the important health conse-
quences of this emission source as well as the significant health
benefits of the rural energy transition. Compared with all other
emission sources, the relative contribution of residential emis-
sions to the total premature deaths caused by exposure to ambient
PM2.5 from all sources decreased from 33% in 1992 to 10% in
2012 (Supplementary Fig. 3). This rapid decrease was due to
decreased emissions from this sector whereas increased emissions
from many other sources. The difference between the relative
contributions to PM2.5 concentrations (21%) and to health effects
(10%) in 2012 is partly due to the nonlinearity of the dose-
response curves. As shown in Fig. 4, because of the increased
emissions from other sources from 1992 to 2012, the frequency
distribution of PM2.5 PWC shifted towards the right, whereas the
response curves were relatively flat.
Sector emission-associated premature deaths have been
investigated previously2,5,6,22,23. The differences among these
studies are expected and can be explained by the differences in
inventories, models, and methods adopted in health impact
evaluation. Although Chafe et al. (2014)6 reported relatively small
numbers of premature deaths in China (220,000, 170,000, and
130,000 in 1990, 2005, and 2010, respectively), because only
cooking fuels were considered, a similar decreasing trend was
demonstrated. Two other studies focused on the health impacts of
sector emissions on a global scale and reported in 2005 that a
total of 207,000 deaths in China could be avoided if global
residential emissions were zeroed22, and that 26,000 deaths could
be avoided if emissions from this sector were reduced by 20% in
201023. Lelieveld et al. (2015)2 reported that a total of 434,000
premature deaths, which was ~32% in terms of the relative
contribution, were attributable to PM2.5 and O3 originating from
residential emissions in 2010 in China. Considering that the
contribution from residential sources to O3 precursors was much
smaller than that from other sectors24, and that residential
emissions in China were predominantly from rural areas3,25, this
value is higher than our estimate. This difference can be partially
explained by the difference in emission inventories. Our
inventory was characterized by a rapid increase in clean energy
from 1992 to 201211, a trend very different from that of previous
data26,27.
Supplementary Fig. 4 compares the geographical distributions
of premature deaths originating from rural residential emissions
between 1992 and 2012. In both years, the higher mortality areas
were the North China Plain, Guanzhong Plain, and the Sichuan
Basin. The mortalities decreased throughout all of eastern China
over the 20-year period, with an increasing downward trend
towards the coastal areas. This trend is likely linked to faster
socioeconomic development and the consequent rapid rural
residential energy transition in the east. Supplementary Fig. 4 also
shows the cumulative frequency distributions of the calculated
grid mortality in 1992 and 2012. The fraction of the population
facing a risk above 10−3 due to PM2.5 from all emission sources
increased from 76% in 1992 to 84% in 2012; however, in this
period, the relative contribution of rural residential emissions to
premature deaths shifted in the opposite direction from 33%
to 10%.
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Fig. 2 Spatial distribution of rural residential emission contributions in 2012 in mainland China. Results are shown as absolute contributions to provincial
mean air quality concentrations a and population-weighted PM2.5 concentrations b. Source data are provided as a Source Data file
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The annual mean radiative forcing values attributable to rural
residential emissions in China were calculated for the four study
years as the differences between the radiative forcing derived based
on all anthropogenic emissions and that based on all but rural
residential emissions using the OSCAR model (see Method).
Among the components studied, CO2 and BC contributed
positively to climate forcing, whereas primary organic aerosol
(POA), nitrate, and sulfate contributed negatively. According to
our results, five components from the rural residential
sector contributed +0.006 ± 0.004 (CO2), +0.049 ± 0.007 (BC),
−0.019 ± 0.002 (POA), −0.002 ± 0.000 (nitrate), and −0.003 ±
0.000 (sulfate) W/m2 in 2012, with a net contribution of +0.031 ±
0.008W/m2 (Fig. 5). This contribution is equivalent to 12.5% of
the total forcing caused by CO2 from all sources in 2012. Of the
five components, BC was the most important component, whereas
the CO2 contribution was much smaller. Indeed, CO2 from the
rural residential sector was merely 2.6% of the total CO2 from all
sources in 201228,29, mainly because the majority of biomass fuels,
including all crop residues and most fuelwood consumed in rural
China, are carbon neutral30. Meanwhile, fossil fuels consumed in
the rural residential sector accounted for a very small fraction of
the total4. From 1992 to 2012, the rural residential energy
transition from solid fuels to clean fuels resulted in a reduction in
climate forcing. The absolute contributions of all five components,
whether positive or negative forcers, decreased over the two
decades. Although the CO2 emissions from LPG and electricity
consumption increased, the decrease in CO2 emissions from
fuelwood use was faster, leading to a net reduction of CO2
emissions from this sector from 1992 to 2012. Because BC
contributed much more than all others in absolute terms, despite
the opposite effects of other forcing components, the residential
energy transition-induced decrease in the BC emissions from
biomass burning led to a significant decrease in net radiative
forcing of 61%, from 0.057 ± 0.016W/m2 to 0.031 ± 0.008W/m2
during this 20-year period.
One limitation of this study is that only the influences on
ambient air pollution and associated health impacts were
addressed. In reality, another equally, if not more, important
effect caused by solid fuel consumption, and impacted by the
transition away from it, is household air pollution associated with
emissions from indoor solid fuel combustion31,32. Both ambient
and household air quality can benefit from the rural residential
energy transition. Unfortunately, mainly due to the lack of
quantitative data on parameters including fugitive emissions, air
exchange rate, indoor circulation, etc., household exposure is
subject to limitations and constraints at this time. These
constraints and limitations are borne by almost all existing
literature on the health impacts of indoor air pollution, including
the latest GBD study33. There is an urgent need to develop a
reliable method to characterize the process so that the overall
exposure and health impacts can be fully addressed. The health
benefits of the transition are expected to be even greater when
household air pollution is considered. According to the evidence
provided in this study, it is recommended that replacing the
remaining solid fuels with affordable cleaner fuels or electricity in
the rural residential sector be incorporated into the overall air
pollution mitigation strategy in China. Similarly, this substitution
should be encouraged in other developing countries in South
Asia, Africa, and South America.
In summary, a rapid transition of rural residential energy away
from solid fuels from 1992 to 2012 resulted in significantly
reduced contributions of this sector to ambient PM2.5 concentra-
tions, subsequently reducing both adverse health impacts and
climate forcing. Despite these changes, solid fuels are still used
extensively in rural China, particularly for heating, contributing
significantly to air pollution and population exposure.
Method
Emission data. The emission inventories of CO2 and major air pollutants,
including SO2, CO, PM2.5, PM10, BC, OC, NOx, and NH3, from rural residential
and other sources with 0.1° × 0.1° spatial and daily temporal resolutions for 1992,
2002, 2007, and 2012 were sourced from http://inventory.pku.edu.cn, which was
updated recently to include the latest information on the rural residential energy
transition, population growth, and urbanization11. Air pollutant emissions for the
rural residential sector were mainly based on two recently updated databases. A
new energy database was established based on a rural residential energy survey that
covered detailed energy use activities, including staple food cooking, side dish
preparation, water boiling, animal feed heating, and space heating for more than
34,400 households and daily biomass fuel consumption quantities for more than
1600 households11. The rural residential energy database covered detailed infor-
mation on various energy types including coal, honeycomb briquette, straw,
corncob, fuelwood, brushwood, charcoal, LPG, biogas, and electricity. The emission
factor database was re-compiled based on carefully screened data from published
studies conducted in China. For CO2 emission calculation, all crop residues were
considered carbon neutral, and for fuelwood, the non-renewable fractions for all
individual provinces in China were sourced from the literature30,34. The VOC
emissions were obtained from the EDGAR-HTAP dataset35,36.
600
1992 2002 2007 2012
400
200
0
IHD
LC
Stroke
COPD
ALRI
Pr
em
at
ur
e 
de
at
h,
 1
03
Fig. 3 Model-calculated population risk associated with exposure to PM2.5
originating from rural residential emissions from 1992 to 2012. The results
are shown for chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD),
cerebrovascular disease (stroke), ischaemic heart disease (IHD), lung
cancer (LC), and acute lower respiratory infections (ALRIs). Source data are
provided as a Source Data file
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Fig. 4 Dose-response relationship and the cumulative frequency
distributions of the total PWC from all sources in 1992 and 2012. The
results are shown for chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD),
cerebrovascular disease (stroke), ischaemic heart disease (IHD), lung
cancer (LC), and acute lower respiratory infections (ALRIs). Source data are
provided as a Source Data file
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Atmospheric chemical transport modelling. In this study, WRF/Chem version
3.5 was applied to model the daily PM2.5 concentrations in ambient air for 1992,
2002, 2007, and 2012 in China (13°N-56°N; 67°E-143°E, Supplementary Fig. 5).
In brief, the RADM2 chemical mechanism for the gas phase and the MADE/
SORGAM aerosol scheme were adopted with a 50 × 50 km2 horizontal resolution
and a 5-min time step. Because population density varies with short distances,
the calculated PM2.5 concentrations were downscaled to 30-arc sec in both
longitude and latitude, based on wind fields and the emissions inventory37. In
brief, the model- calculated concentrations were interpolated to a finer resolu-
tion using 0.1 degree emission inventory as a proxy with the wind-field justified.
The detailed downscaling method can be found elsewhere38. Another commonly
used method for downscaling is land-use regression, in which land-use is pri-
marily used as a proxy for emissions39. It is reasonable to expect that direct use
of emissions in this study can provide better results. A statistically significant
relationship between emissions and annual mean PM2.5 concentrations in
individual grids has been demonstrated40. The WRF meteorological inputs were
evaluated against observations from China Earth International Exchange Sta-
tions. The normalized mean bias (NMB) and normalized mean error (NME)
were calculated for all validations. The NMB for surface pressure, temperature,
relative humidity, and wind speed were −3%, −7% ~ −10%, −2% ~ −9 and 32%
~43%, respectively (Supplementary Table 2). According to the results of a
reduced-form modelling, the meteorological conditions in these 4 years were
close to the multi-year average40. Prior to 2013, there was no official routine
monitoring program for ambient PM2.5 in China41,42, and sampled PM2.5 data
were only available from several field studies reported in the literature and those
released from the U.S. Embassy. To validate our modelling results, in addition to
comparing with available observational data41–44 (Supplementary Figs. 6 and 7),
the modelled PM2.5 concentrations were also compared to those retrieved from
the satellite remote sensing, which have been widely used in the scientific
community45–47, and compared to those estimated based on visibility records in
China48. Overall, our model simulated concentrations were slightly higher than
the observation data (NMB= 25–30%, Supplementary Fig. 6 and NMB= 3%,
Supplementary Fig. 7), but considerably lower than those retrieved from the
satellite and visibility retrieved results (NMB=−61% ~ −5%, Supplementary
Table 3). Supplementary Figure 8 shows the spatial pattern of the differences
between the modelled PM2.5 concentrations in this study and those retrieved
from the satellite-derived data45. Our results were lower in the sparsely popu-
lated western area and higher in some southeast sites. Previous studies found
that satellite-derived PM2.5 might underestimate PM2.5 levels during heavy
pollution episodes and overestimate PM2.5 concentrations in low pollution
cases41,49,50. The discrepancy is also likely from uncertainties in chemical
transport model inputs such as air emissions of PM2.5 precursors, and missing
mechanisms in the model51–53. We further compared the modelled major PM2.5
components with measured data, including black carbon (NMB= 67%), organic
carbon (NMB=−3%), sulfate (NMB=−12%), nitrate (NMB= 49%), and
ammonium (NMB= 38%) (Supplementary Fig. 9). The differences could come
from the uncertainties in modelling, as well as uncertainties in limited obser-
vations with different sampling and analytical methods. With all the results
taken into consideration, the model-predicted ambient PM2.5 concentrations
and the spatiotemporal variations are generally acceptable.
To quantitatively evaluate the contributions from rural residential sources, a
normalized marginal method (Supplementary Note 1)54,55 was adopted by running
the model three times using emission scenarios of: a 20% reduction in the rural
residential sources; a 20% reduction in all but the residential sources; and all
sources. The influences on the rural and urban areas were evaluated separately.
Rural and urban areas were spatially distinguished by using a dynamic urban mask
developed Shen et al., (2017)38. In brief, the urban mask was developed by
extracting built-up areas (urban) using remote sensing data, night-time light data,
and population census data, based on county-specific thresholds.
Health and climate impact assessment. Population exposure to ambient PM2.5
in China in 1992, 2002, 2007, and 2012 was derived based on the modelled near-
surface PM2.5 concentrations and the population densities38. The PWC of a region
with more than one grid cell was calculated as Σ(Pi·Ci)/Pt, where Pi and Ci are
population and air PM2.5 concentration at the ith grid, and Pt is the total population
in the domain of interest. The change in rural population density due to rapid
urbanization in China was considered38. Premature deaths from acute lower
respiratory infections (ALRIs) for children under five, ischemic heart disease
(IHD), cerebrovascular disease (Stroke), chronic obstructive pulmonary disease
(COPD), and lung cancer (LC) were estimated from the exposure and the latest
hazard ratios in the Global Exposure Mortality Model (GEMM) constructed by
Burnett et al. (2018)56. The population-attributable fraction and annual premature
death rate were calculated based on the provincial background disease burdens
reported by the Global Burden of Disease (GBD) study57. Changes in the back-
ground disease burden over the 20-year period were considered, and the ratios of
urban and rural background disease incidents to total provincial background dis-
ease incidents were derived58. The relative contributions of exposure, population
growth, population ageing, and baseline mortality rates were analysed after Cohen
et al., (2017)1. Health impact models, especially does-response functions, affect
estimated premature deaths considerably. For comparison, premature deaths were
also calculated using the Integrated Risk Function developed by the GBD1 and the
results are compared in the Supplementary Table 4. As expected, the GEMMmodel
yielded more premature deaths than the GBD model. However, the relative con-
tributions of rural residential emissions to the total premature deaths and the
temporal trend were similar between these two approaches (Supplementary
Figs. 3).
The annual mean radiative forcing attributable to rural residential emissions
was the difference between two scenarios of all anthropogenic emissions with and
without rural residential sources. To estimate the radiative forcing, the global
biogeochemical cycle model OSCAR (v2.1) was used28. The OSCAR model is a
reduced-form model used widely in the climate change research community. This
model was developed with the three principles of embedding as many components
and processes as possible, building as a meta-model capable of emulating the
sensitivity of models with higher resolution or superior complexity, and comprising
as a dynamic model of the Earth system29. The model outputs include radiative
forcing of each climate-relevant component and global surface temperature change,
and the inputs are emissions of various compounds and drivers related to land-use
and land-cover change. A detailed description of the model was presented by
Gasser et al. (2017)29. To estimate the contributions from rural residential sources,
the model was run three times using different emission scenarios, in line with those
model scenarios in the atmospheric chemical transport modelling, and the
normalized marginal method was used (Supplementary Note 1). The derived
climate forcing components discussed in this study included CO2, BC, POA,
sulfate, and nitrate, of which residential coal and biomass burning are usually the
larger emitters of these compounds or their precursors. The contributions of
residential combustion emissions to ozone precursors and methane are relatively
small compared to its contribution to aerosol24,59. The OSCAR model has
been widely used in the climate change research community28. Although this is a
simple box-model without seasonal variation, it is very efficient in terms of
computation. As a parametric model with most parameters previously calibrated
against complex models during a meta-modelling process29, OSCAR fits our
purpose well.
Uncertainty analysis. A Monte Carlo simulation (1000 times) was conducted to
characterize the uncertainty of the estimated health impacts. The results reflect the
influences of both the exposure level and the dose-response relationship including
slope and nonlinearity. Because of the heavy computation load, a Monte Carlo
simulation could not be conducted for the transport modelling. According to the
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Fig. 5 Radiative forcing associated with emissions from rural residential sector. a Radiative forcing caused by CO2, BC, POA, sulfate, and nitrate originating
from rural residential emissions in 1992, 2002, 2007, and 2012. b The net forcing of these components. Error bars indicate standard deviations generated
from the Monte Carlo simulation. Source data are provided as a Source Data file
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results from a previous research the variation of PM2.5 concentrations is similar to
that of primary PM2.5 emissions40, which was close to 10% in China3. Therefore,
for each grid, a 10% uncertainty in air PM2.5 was assumed and used in the
uncertainty analysis for the health impact assessment. The sensitivity analysis
(Supplementary Fig. 10) showed that differences in estimated premature deaths
with the assumed grid PM2.5 concentration uncertainties at 10%, 15%, and 25%
were within 1%, indicating that the overall uncertainty in health outcomes was
affected largely by dose-response functions compared with the uncertainty in PM2.5
concentration60. The uncertainties of estimated health impacts were calculated
based on the given distribution of parameters from the GEMM56, by applying a
1000-run Monte Carlo simulation. The variations derived from the Monte Carlo
simulation are strongly associated with the nonlinearity of the dose-response
relationship. The importance of the dose-response relationship for uncertainty has
been previously reported60. The results are presented at a 95% uncertainty interval
(which ranges between the 2.5th and 97.5th percentiles).
Data availability
The source data underlying Figs. 1–5, Supplementary Figs. 1-4 and Supplementary
Figs 6-10 and Supplementary Tables 1-4 are provided as a Source Data file.
Received: 16 August 2018 Accepted: 16 July 2019
References
1. Cohen, A. J. et al. Estimates and 25-year trends of the global burden of disease
attributable to ambient air pollution: an analysis of data from the Global
Burden of Diseases Study 2015. Lancet 389, 1907–1918, (2017).
2. Lelieveld, J., Evans, J. S., Fnais, M., Giannadaki, D. & Pozzer, A. The
contribution of outdoor air pollution sources to premature mortality on a
global scale. Nature 525, 367–371 (2015).
3. Huang, Y. et al. Quantification of global primary emissions of PM2.5, PM10,
and TSP from combustion and industrial process sources. Environ. Sci.
Technol. 48, 13834–13843 (2014).
4. Wang, R. et al. High-resolution mapping of combustion processes and
implications for CO2 emissions. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 13, 5189–5203 (2013).
5. Butt, E. W. et al. The impact of residential combustion emissions on
atmospheric aerosol, human health, and climate. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 16, 873
(2016).
6. Chafe, Z. et al. Household cooking with solid fuels contributes to ambient
PM2.5 air pollution and the burden of disease. Environ. Health Perspect. 122,
1314–1320 (2014).
7. Zhu, X. et al. Stacked use and transition trends of rural household energy in
mainland China. Environ. Sci. Technol. 53, 521–529 (2019).
8. Liu, J. et al. Air pollutant emissions from Chinese households: a major and
underappreciated ambient pollution source. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 113,
7756–7761 (2016).
9. Sheng, G. & Gao, J. Ministry of Ecology and Environment: Three main factors
contributing to severe air pollution. Xinghua Daily Telegraph. pp. A8. (2019).
10. Chen, Y. L. et al. Transition of household cookfuels in China from 2010 to
2012. Appl. Energ. 184, 800–809 (2016).
11. Tao, S. et al. Quantifying the Rural Residential Energy Transition in China
from 1992 to 2012 through a Representative National Survey. Nat. Energy 3,
567–573 (2018).
12. Conibear, L. et al. Residential energy use emissions dominate health impacts
from exposure to ambient particulate matter in India. Nat. Commun. https://
doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-02986-7, (2018).
13. Barrett, S. R. et al. Public health, climate, and economic impacts of
desulfurizing jet fuel. Environ. Sci. Technol. 46, 4275–4282 (2012).
14. Sofiev, M. et al. Cleaner fuels for ships provide public health benefits with climate
tradeoffs. Nat. Commun. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-02774-9, (2018).
15. Levy, J. I. et al. Carbon reductions and health co-benefits from US residential
energy efficiency measures. Environ. Res. Lett. 11, 034017, https://doi.org/
10.1088/1748-9326/11/3/034017, (2016).
16. West, J. et al. Co-benefits of global greenhouse gas mitigation for future air
quality and human health. Nat. Clim. Chang 3, 885–889 (2013).
17. Ministry of Environmental Protection. Ambient Air Quality Standards
GB3095-2012. (Environmental Press, Beijing, 2012).
18. World Health Organization. WHO Air quality guidelines for particulate
matter, ozone, nitrogen dioxide and sulfur dioxide. Global update 2005.
Summary of risk assessment. (World Health Organization, Geneva, 2006).
19. Huang, Y. et al. Spatial and temporal trends in global emissions of nitrogen
oxides from 1960 to 2014. Environ. Sci. Technol. 51, 7992–8000 (2017).
20. Zhu, D. et al. Temporal and spatial trends of residential energy consumption
and air pollutant emissions in China. Appl. Energy 106, 17–24 (2013).
21. The State Council. Action plan for air pollution control and prevention.
2013.9.12. http://www.gov.cn/zwgk/2013-09/12/content_2486773.htm
Accessed Jun. 2019
22. Silva, R. A., Adelman, Z., Fry, M. & West, J. J. The impact of individual
anthropogenic emissions sectors on the global burden of human mortality
due to ambient air pollution. Environ. Health Perspect. 124, 1776–1784
(2016).
23. Liang, C. et al. HTAP2 multi-model estimates of premature human mortality
due to intercontinental transport of air pollution and emission sectors. Atmos.
Chem. Phys. 18, 10497–10520 (2018).
24. Li, M. et al. MIX a mosaic Asian anthropogenic emission inventory under the
international collaboration framework of the MICS-Asia and HTAP. Atmos.
Chem. Phys. 17, 935–963 (2017).
25. Zhu, X. et al. Stacked use and transition trends of rural household energy in
mainland China. Environ. Sci. Technol. 53, 521–529 (2019).
26. International Energy Agency. World Energy Statistics and Balances http://
data.iea.org/ieastore/product.asp?dept_id=101&pf_id=205 (2017).
27. Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) (2017)
FAOSTAT: http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data. (2018).
28. Li, B. et al. The contribution of China’s emissions to global climate forcing.
Nature 531, 357–361 (2016).
29. Gasser, T. et al. The compact Earth system model OSCAR v2.2: description
and first results. Geosci. Model Dev. 10, 271–319 (2017).
30. Bailis, R., Drigo, R., Ghilardi, A. & Masera, O. The carbon footprint of
traditional woodfuels. Nat. Clim. Change 3, 266–272 (2015).
31. Zhang, J. J. & Smith, K. R. Household air pollution from coal and biomass
fuels in China: measurements, health impacts, and interventions. Environ.
Health Persp 115, 848–855 (2007).
32. Smith, K. et al. Millions dead: how do we know and what does it mean?
Methods used in the comparative risk assessment of household air pollution.
Annu. Rev. Public Health 35, 185–206 (2014).
33. Stanaway, J. D. et al. Global, regional, and national comparative risk
assessment of 84 behavioural, environmental and occupational, and metabolic
risks or clusters of risks for 195 countries and territories, 1990–2017: a
systematic analysis for the Global Burden of Disease Study 2017. Lancet 392,
1923–1994 (2018).
34. Ru, M. et al. Direct energy consumption associated emissions by rural-to-
urban migrants in Beijing. Environ. Sci. Technol. 49, 13708–13715 (2015).
35. Janssens-Maenhout, G. et al. HTAP_v2.2: a mosaic of regional and global
emission grid maps for 2008 and 2010 to study hemispheric transport of air
pollution. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 15, 11411–11432 (2015).
36. European Commission, Joint Research Centre (JRC)/Netherlands
Environmental Assessment Agency (PBL) Emission Database for Global
Atmospheric Research, release version 4.2 (EDGAR_v4.2), http://edgar.jrc.ec.
europa.eu. (2018).
37. Shen, H. Z. et al. Global lung cancer risk from PAH exposure highly depends
on emission sources and individual susceptibility. Sci. Rep. 4, 6561 (2014).
38. Shen, H. Z. et al. Urbanization-induced population migration has reduced
ambient PM2.5 concentrations in China. Sci. Adv. 3, e1700300 (2017).
39. Hoek, G. A review of land-use regression models to assess spatial variation of
outdoor air pollution. Atmos. Environ. 42, 7561–7578 (2008).
40. Zhong, Q. et al. Distinguishing emission-associated ambient air PM2.5
concentrations and meteorological factor-induced fluctuations. Environ. Sci.
Technol. 52, 10416–10425 (2018).
41. Geng, G. et al. Estimating long-term PM2.5 concentrations in China using
satellite-based aerosol optical depth and a chemical transport model. Remote
Sens. Environ. 166, 262–270 (2015).
42. Wang, J. et al. Particulate matter pollution over China and the effects of
control policies. Sci. Total Environ. 584-585, 426–447 (2017).
43. U. S. Embassy Beijing Air Quality Monitor. http://www.stateair.net/web/post/
1/1.html. (2018).
44. U.S. Consulate Shanghai Air Quality Monitor. http://www.stateair.net/web/
post/1/1.html. (2018).
45. Ma, Z. et al. Satellite-based spatiotemporal trends in PM2.5 concentrations in
China, 2004-2013. Environ. Health Persp 124, 184–192 (2016).
46. van Donkelaar, A. et al. Global fine particulate matter concentrations from
satellite for long-term exposure assessment. Environ. Health Persp 123,
135–143 (2015).
47. Martin, R. Atmospheric composition Analysis Groups. http://fizz.phys.dal.ca/
~atmos/martin/?page_id=140. (2019).
48. Liu, M., Bi., J. & Ma, Z. Visibility-based PM2.5 concentrations in China: 1957-
1964 and 1973-2014. Environ. Sci. Technol. 51, 13161–13169 (2017).
49. Ma, Z., Hu, W., Huang, L., Bi, J. & Liu, Y. Estimating ground-level PM2.5 in
China using satellite remote sensing. Environ. Sci. Technol. 48, 7436–7444
(2014).
50. Guo, H. et al. Comparison of four ground-level PM2.5 estimation models using
PARASOL aerosol optical depth data from China. Inter. J. Environ. Res. Public
Health 13, 180 (2016).
NATURE COMMUNICATIONS | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-11453-w ARTICLE
NATURE COMMUNICATIONS |         (2019) 10:3405 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-11453-w |www.nature.com/naturecommunications 7
51. Tuccella, P. et al. Modelling of gas and aerosol with WRF/Chem over Europe:
evaluation and sensitivity study. J. Geophy. Res. https://doi.org/10.1029/
2011JD016302, (2012).
52. Wang, L. et al. Application of Weather Research and Forecasting Model with
Chemistry (WRF/Chem) over northern China: sensitivity study, comparative
evaluation, and policy implication. Atmos. Environ. 124, 337–350 (2016).
53. Zheng, B. et al. Heterogeneous chemistry: a mechanism missing in current
models to explain secondary inorganic aerosol formation during the January
2013 haze episode in North China. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 15, 2031–2049 (2015).
54. Trudinger, C. & Enting, I. Comparison of formalisms for attributing
responsibility for climate change: non-linearities in the Brazilian proposal
approach. Clim. Change 68, 67–99 (2005).
55. United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change. Methodological
Issues: Scientific and Methodological Assessment of Contributions to Climate
Change, Report of the Expert Meeting, Note by the Secretariat. New
Delhi. http://unfccc.int/resource/docs/2002/sbsta/inf14.pdf (UNFCCC, New
Delhi 2002).
56. Burnett, R. et al. Global estimates of mortality associated with long-term
exposure to outdoor fine particulate matter. PNAS 115, 9592–9597 (2018).
57. Institute for Health Metrics and Evaluation (IHME). GBD Compare. http://
www.healthdata.org/data-visualization/gbd-compare. (2015).
58. National Health and Family Planning Committee (NHFPC). China health and
family planning statistical yearbook 2015. Peking Union Medical College
Press, Beijing, 2016.
59. Peng, S. et al. Inventory of anthropogenic methane emissions in mainland
China from 1980 to 2010. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 16, 14545–14562 (2016).
60. Liu, J., Han, Y., Tang, X., Zhu, J. & Zhu, T. Estimating adult mortality
attributable to PM2.5 exposure in China with assimilated PM2.5
concentrations based on a ground monitoring network. Sci. Total. Environ.
568, 1253–1262 (2016).
Acknowledgements
This work is funded by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grants
41830641, 41571130010, 41821005, and 41629101), the 111 program (B14001), and the
Undergraduate Student Research Training Program of the Ministry of Education. The
authors thank Prof. J. West (University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill) for kindly
providing the sectoral contribution data for a comparison, Prof. Z. Ma (Nanjing Uni-
versity) and Prof. R. Martin (Dalhousie University) for providing the satellite-based
PM2.5 concentration in China.
Author contributions
S.T. coordinated and supervised the project, S.T. and G.S. designed the present experi-
ment and modeling analysis, G.S., M.R., W.D., H.C. and S.T. prepared and interpreted
survey data, X.Z., Q.Z., Y.C., H.S., X.Y., W.M. and J. L. performed the model analysis and
validation. X. Z., Q.Z. and X. Y. completed all figures. G.S., J.L., H.C., J.H., D.G. and S.T.
analyzed the simulation results. S.T. and G.S. drafted and revised the manuscript, and all
coauthors contributed to the interpretation of the results and to the text. All authors read
the manuscript and approved the submission.
Additional information
Supplementary Information accompanies this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-
019-11453-w.
Competing interests: The authors declare no competing interests.
Reprints and permission information is available online at http://npg.nature.com/
reprintsandpermissions/
Peer review information: Nature Communications thanks Meng Gao and the other
anonymous reviewer(s) for their contribution to the peer review of this work. Peer
reviewer reports are available.
Publisher’s note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.
Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,
adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give
appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative
Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party
material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in the
article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not permitted by statutory
regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/4.0/.
© The Author(s) 2019
ARTICLE NATURE COMMUNICATIONS | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-11453-w
8 NATURE COMMUNICATIONS |         (2019) 10:3405 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-11453-w |www.nature.com/naturecommunications
